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Log,, average adenovirus DNA concentration and infectivity were respectively 7.2 + 0.6 GC/10L and
1.8 £ 0.4 MPN/10L in No1 river, 6.2 £ 1.8 GC/10L e 2.2 £ 0.7 MPN/10L in No2 river. Concerning
coliphages, 1.6 £ 0.6 PFU/1L and 1.2 £ 0.6 PFU/1L were detected in No1 and No2 river, respectively.
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are almost fully suitable for bathing according to ongoing CFU/100 ml for enterococci) were exceeded only in the first half of each bathing season (from April to 0.05), the only statistically significant correlation was observed between E. coli and enterococci.

European Regulation. Besides the significance for public June), six times at the No1 river and two at the No2 river mouths (figure 3). This can be related to a Figure 4. Average mean and standard deviation of fecal contamination for each sampling point
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indicator of tourism development, since beach
advisories and closures due to lack of compliance with

in September. Comparing the average concentrations of indicators between dry and wet days 's'i'gnificant,P<o.01;(***) extremely significant, P < 0.001.
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